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made it clear that they did not contemplate a Monarchist Putsch.
The movement for restoring the Hapsburgs' rights had the sympathy
of the Austrian Chancellor; but Dr. Dollfuss also let it be known that
in his view the question of the return to monarchical government
was not 'actual'. Thus, in Austria, by 1933, the idea of an eventual
restoration of a Hapsburg regime was visibly making headway,
though it had not yet reached the point of becoming practical
politics. In Hungary, on the other hand, the Government of the day
and the parties which supported it were strongly anti-Monarchist.
It was General Gomb6s who, in 1921, had been responsible for col-
lecting the troops which defeated the followers of the ex-Emperor
Charles and took him prisoner,1 and in 1933, when the General found
himself at the head of the Hungarian Government, he let it be known
that he had no intention of permitting Hungary's position and her
chances of obtaining a revision of the territorial settlement to be
prejudiced by the reopening of the Hapsburg Question. General
GombOs made a statement on the subject in the Hungarian Parlia-
ment on the 24th June, 1933, in the course of which he declared that
he had welcomed the law deposing the Hapsburgs, that it was in-
expedient to entrust the nation's destinies to ca crowned child of
twenty-one', and that the solution of the Hapsburg Question was
'not urgent, because, from the international point of view, the
extremely complicated European situation should not be complicated
still further by the question of the restoration'. Moreover, so far as
the question of a personal union between Austria and Hungary was
concerned, the situation was affected by the fact that the Hungarian
Monarchists were not only a relatively uninfluential opposition party
but also did not see eye to eye with the more powerful Austrian
Monarchists. The Hungarian Legitimists looked forward to the
return of a Hapsburg King of Hungary to Budapest, but they had
no more desire than the Czechoslovak, Jugoslav and Rumanian
ex-subjects of the Emperor-King Francis Joseph to come again under
the rule of a Hapsburg Monarch resident at Vienna.

While the three members of the Little Entente presented a common
front in opposition to the reopening of the Hapsburg Question, their
views on the general problem of Danubian solidarity were coloured
by a divergence in their interests in regard to the question of German

deprived them of their rights of citizenship, and confiscated their property.
These provisions had been incorporated into the Kepublican Constitution of
Austria, but they were omitted from the new Constitution which was promul-
gated on the 30th April, 1934, and thereafter the anti-Hapsburg laws could
be cancelled at any time.

1 See the Survey for 1920-3, loc. tit.